IDEALISTIC   THOUGHT   OF   INDIA
moral responsibility. That is, the activity of what we call the
intuitive understanding of God, which produces sensations
according to its own forms, must be recognized as operating even
within us and as constituting our experience.
This was the line of thinking adopted by Fichte, the great
German patriot philosopher. He said that the Ego, which was the
same as reason, posited the Non-ego, which was the world of
nature, as the sphere of its activity. That is, nature is created by
the Ego in order to realize its moral ideal in it. Hence, nature
conforms to reason, as it is created to serve the ends of the Ego.
This philosophy is really ethical idealism, though often it is called
subjective idealism for the reason that Fichte used the word Ego
for the ultimate reality. But he denies that this Ego is the indi-
vidual self, and maintains that it is really the unity of the finite
subject and the object. It is what Kant calls the noumenal self
or the transcendental subject accredited with intuitive under-
standing. In Fichte's philosophy, this Ego is not merely a regula-
tive idea as in Kant, not even a limiting concept, but the basic
principle of his system, and constitutes the world. It is easy for
us to see how Fichte arrived at the idea that this Ego included,
within itself, both the subject and the object. In Kant-s intuitive
understanding of God, who is finally identified with the transcen-
dental subject, understanding creates1 the sensations in con-
formity to its forms. Consequently, the objects so created must be
its productions. The transcendental object, which is said to
produce the sensations, is now identified with the transcendental
subject itself. The line of thought tending towards the identifica-
tion of the transcendental object with the transcendental subject,
is present in Kant himself. And Fichte, with his keen intellect and
moral enthusiasm, found that the solution of the ethical problem
lay there. He therefore dismissed the thing-in-itself, and started
with the transcendental subject or the Ego.
Schelling, coming after Fichte, felt that the opposition between
mind and nature, found even in Fichte, was still too much. If
nature is really a product of the Absolute Ego, it must be more
than merely what is opposed to the Ego, "an impediment which
the Ego tries to overcome by its practical activity. Schelling
therefore showed how nature came to realize itself as spirit in
* This is according to Caird. N. K. Smith thinks that Caird's identification
of the intuitive understanding with creative understanding is illegitimate.
However, Kant's system can be made thorough only by such identification.
See Smith's Commentary, p. 468, footnote.
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